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U.S. Customs Service 


Treasury Decisions 


(T.D. 81-84) 
Coastwise Transportation—Customs Regulations Amended 


Sections 4.93(b)(1) and 4.93(b) (2), Customs Regulations, amended to add Chile 
to the lists of nations whose registered vessels are permitted to transport certain 
articles coastwise 


TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 
Cuapter I—U.S. Customs SERVICE 
PART 4— VESSELS IN FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC TRADES 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 
ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This document amends the Customs Regulations to 
add Chile to the lists of nations which permit vessels of the United 
States to transport certain articles specified in section 27, Merchant 
Marine Act of 1920, as amended, between their ports. The Department 
of State has furnished satisfactory evidence that Chile places no 
restrictions on the transportation of the specified articles by vessels 
of the United States between ports in that country. This amendment 
provides reciprocal privileges for vessels registered in Chile. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 24, 1980. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Michael K. 
Tomenga, Carriers, Drawback and Bonds Division, U.S. Customs 
Service, 1301 Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20229; 
202-566-5706. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


BACKGROUND 
Section 27, Merchant Marine Act of 1920, as amended (46 U.S.C. 
883) (the act), provides generally that no merchandise shall be 
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transported by water, or by land and water, between points in the 
United States except in vessels built in and documented under 
the laws of the United States and owned by U.S. citizens. However, 
the act, as amended, provides that upon a finding by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, pursuant to information obtained and furnished 
by the Secretary of State that a foreign nation does not restrict 
the transportation of certain articles between its ports by vessels 
of the United States, reciprocal privileges will be accorded to vessels 
of that nation, and the prohibition against the transportation of 
those articles between points in the United States will not apply 
to its vesseis. 

Section 4.93(b)(1), Customs Regulations (19 CFR 4.93(b)(1)), 
lists those nations found to extend reciprocal privileges to vessels 
of the United States for the transportation of empty cargo vans, 
empty lift vans, and empty shipping tanks. Section 4.93(b)(2), 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 4.93(b)(2)), lists those nations 
found to grant reciprocal privileges to vessels of the United States 
for the transportation of equipment for use with cargo vans, lift 
vans, or shipping tanks; empty barges specifically designed for 
carriage aboard a vessel and certain equipment for use with such 
barges; certain empty instruments of international traffic and certain 
stevedoring equipment and material. 

On July 24, 1980, the Department of State advised the Secretary 
of the Treasury that Chile places no restrictions on the transporta- 
tion of the articles listed in the act by vessels of the United States 
between ports in Chile. 

FINDING 


On the basis of the information received from the Secretary of 
State, as described above, I find that the Government of Chile 
places no restrictions on the transportation of the articles specified 
in section 27 of the Merchant Marine Act of 1920, as amended, 
by vessels of the United States between ports in Chile. Therefore, 


reciprocal privileges are accorded to vessels registered in Chile as 
of July 24, 1980. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE REGULATIONS 


To reflect the reciprocal privileges granted to vessels registered 
in Chile, sections 4.93(b)(1) and 4.93(b)(2), Customs Regulations 
(19 CFR 4.93(b)(1), (b)(2), are amended by inserting ‘“Chile’”’ 


in appropriate alphabetical order in the lists of nations under those 
sections. 


(Sec. 27, 41 Stat. 999, as amended, Sec. 14, 67 Stat. 516, Public Law 


90-474, 82 Stat. 700 (5 U.S.C. 301, 19 U.S.C. 1322(a), 46 U.S.C. 
883).) 
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INAPPLICABILITY OF PUBLIC NOTICE AND DELAYED EFFECTIVE DATE 
REQUIREMENTS 


Because these are minor amendments in which the public is not 
particularly interested and there is a statutory basis for the described 
extension of reciprocal privileges, notice and public procedure pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B) are unnecessary. In accordance with 5 
U.S.C. 553(d)(1), a delayed effective date is not required because 
these amendments grant an exemption. 


INAPPLICABILITY OF REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ACT 


This document is not subject to the provisions of sections 603 and 
604 of title 5, United States Code, as added by section 3 of Public 
Law 96-354, the Regulatory Flexibility Act. That act does not apply 
to any regulation such as this for which a notice of proposed rule- 
making is not required by the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 551 et seq.) or any other statute. 


DRAFTING INFORMATION 


The principal author of this document was Barbara E. Whiting, 
Regulations and Information Division, Office of Regulations and 
Rulings, U.S. Customs Service. However, personnel from other offices 
of the Customs Service and the Departments of State and the Treas- 
ury participated in its development. 

Dated: March 21, 1981. 

Joun P. Simpson, 
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Federal Register, Apr. 15, 1981 (46 F.R. 21988)] 


(T.D. 81-85) 


United States and Canada In-Transit Truck Procedures, Sections 
123.41 and 123.42, Customs Regulations, Amended 


TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 
Cuapter I—U.S. Customs SERVICE 


PART 123—CUSTOMS RELATIONS WITH CANADA AND MEXICO 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Trucks proceeding between points in the United States 
may cross the United States-Canada border, use Canadian highways, 
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and then reenter the United States and proceed to their destination. 
This document amends the Customs Regulations to require the driver 
of a truck carrying merchandise between points in the United States, 
via Canada, to present a manifest (an itemized listing of the shipment) 
for validation by U.S. Customs at the U.S. port of departure. The 
driver would then be required to present the validated manifest to 
Canadian Customs at the Canadian ports of entry and exit and to 
U.S. Customs at the port of reentry into the United States. Under 
prior procedures, the manifest was required to be presented at the 
U.S. port of reentry but not at the port of departure. This change will 
enable U.S. Customs at the port of departure to verify the contents 
of shipments covered by the manifest so as to insure the payment of 
duties and taxes and compliance with applicable laws and regulations 
when the truck reenters the United States. Conforming amendments 
also are made because of similar changes in Canadian Customs pro- 
cedures concerning truck shipments proceeding between points in 
Canada via the United States. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: 30 days from the date of publication in the 
Federal Register. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Legal aspects: 
Benjamin H. Mahoney, Entry Procedures and Penalties Division, 
202-566-5765; Operational aspects: J. Bradley Lund, Office of In- 
spection, 202-566-5354, U.S. Customs Service, 1301 Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20229. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
BACKGROUND 


Because of the geographic, highway, and climatic conditions along 
the United States-Canadian border, use of a Canadian route to trans- 
port merchandise by truck between points in the United States is a 
common occurrence. In these circumstances, the merchandise merely 
is being transported through Canada; there is no intent to export it 
from the United States. To process this type of movement, section 
123.41, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 123.41), provides a simplified 
Customs procedure which allows for the reentry of merchandise 
into the United States without filing a Customs entry and paying 
duty. 

Under prior procedures, a manifest on United States-Canada Tran- 
sit Manifest, Customs Form 7512-B Canada 8 1/2, an itemized list of 
merchandise being transported, was presented to Canadian Customs 
officers at the Canadian port of arrival by the driver of a truck carrying 
shipments of merchandise between points in the United States through 
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Canada. Upon compliance with Canadian Customs regulations, the 
shipment was sealed, unless sealing was waived by Canadian Customs, 
and the driver was allowed to proceed through Canada. At the Cana- 
dian port of exit, the driver presented the manifest to Canadian Cus- 
toms officers to verify that the seals were intact or, if sealing had been 
waived, that there were no irregularities. This insured that no changes 
had been made in the shipment. After verification and certification of 
the manifest, the driver was allowed to proceed to the U.S. port of 
reentry where he presented the certified copy of the manifest to U.S. 
Customs officers. If they were satisfied that the shipment contained 
only merchandise which moved on the truck from the United States 
through Canada, the truck was allowed to reenter the United States 
without filing a Customs entry and paying duty. 


This procedure, which was implemented with the cooperation of 
Canadian Customs and was similar to the procedure they used for 
truck shipments proceeding between points in Canada via the United 
States, was designed to protect the revenue of both countries while not 
delaying unnecessarily the transportation of merchandise. 


However, it had come to the attention of U.S. Customs that, in 
certain circumstances, the revenue may not be protected because 
foreign merchandise may be imported into the United States without 
duty being paid. For example, under «ection 123.31, Customs Regula- 
tions (19 CFR 123.31), merchandis« may be transported in transit 
across the United States between Canada and Mexico under the pro- 
cedures set forth in part 18, Customs Regulations (19 CFR part 18), 
for merchandise entered for transportation and exportation. Using 
these procedures, a shipment of foreign merchandise from Mexico 
destined for Canada may be transported under bond on a Transporta- 
tion and Exportation Entry (T&E) by truck through the United States 
and exported to Canada. Because the merchandise is not entering the 
commerce of the United States, the truckdriver need not file a formal 
U.S. Customs entry and pay duty. However, it had been found that 
after the T&E is closed by U.S. Customs officers at the U.S. port of 
exit and the bond canceled, some truckdrivers then had presented a 
manifest on Customs Form 7512-B Canada 8 1/2 to Canadian Cus- 
toms at a Canadian port of arrival. By following the procedures under 
section 123.41, foreign merchandise transported through the United 
States from Mexico to Canada was shown on the manifest as merely 
being transported by truck from point to point in the United States 
through Canada and then was reentered into the United States without 
an entry filed and duty paid. In addition to creating a situation that 
allowed the United States to be deprived of the revenue due on this 
foreign merchandise, the prior wording of section 123.41 could allow 
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persons to bring narcotics and other contraband into the United 
States. 

Accordingly, on December 9, 1976, a notice was published in the 
Federal Register (41 F.R. 53810) of a proposal to amend section 
123.41(a) to require the driver of a truck carrying shipments of 
merchandise between points in the United States through Canada 
to present a manifest on Customs Form 7512-B Canada 8 1/2 to 
U.S. Customs officers at the U.S. port of departure. This would allow 
U.S. Customs officers there to validate the manifest for shipments of 
merchandise transiting Canada by truck from point to point in the 
United States. A manifest on Customs Form 7512—-B Canada 8 1/2 
would not be presented for validation if the merchandise covered 
by the manifest arrives at the U.S. port of departure for export. 
Without a validated manifest, Canadian Customs officers at the 
Canadian port of entry would not permit the truck shipment to 
transit Canada from point to point to return to the United States. 
This procedure would insure that foreign merchandise is not reentered 
into the United States without the filing of an entry and payment 
of duties. 

Based upon the comments received in response to the notice and 
upon further review of this matter, Customs determined that certain 
changes were necessary in the procedures followed by U.S. Customs 
officers concerning presentation of Customs Form 7512-B Canada 
8 1/2 which were not included in the initial proposal to amend section 
123.41. Furthermore, it also became necessary to make conforming 
amendments to section 123.42, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
123.42), concerning the procedures used by Canadian Customs for 
truck shipments transiting the United States while proceeding be- 
tween points in Canada. 

In view of the foregoing, a new notice of proposed rulemaking was 
published in the Federal Register on August 20, 1980 (45 F.R. 
55474). Interested parties were given until October 20, 1980, to 
submit written comments on the proposal. 


DISCUSSION OF COMMENTS 


Five comments were received in response to the notice. Four of 
the responses were in favor of adoption of the proposal. In addition, 
one of these commenters suggested that the in-transit manifest, 
Customs Form 7512-B Canada 8 1/2, be changed to provide for a 
description of the merchandise on the form. Customs considers a 
change in the form itself to be outside the scope of this regulatory 
project; however, the suggestion will be considered separately. 

One commenter expressed concern about an operational problem he 
believes would arise if the proposed regulations were implemented. 
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He states that under existing procedures, merchandise transiting the 
United States between points in Canada is placed in-bond at the U.S. 
port of arrival in the name of a bonded carrier or freight forwarder. 
The commenter also notes that a U.S. customhouse broker generally 
prepares the in-transit manifest at the port of arrival, including 
providing the name of the bonded carrier, and signs the document on 
behalf of the bonded carrier. 

The commenter states that if the regulations were adopted as 
proposed thereby requiring the driver of the truck to present the 
in-transit manifest at the first port of departure in Canada prior to 
transiting the United States, the party preparing this form in Canada 
would have to know which carriers in the United States are bonded 
and also have an appropriate power of attorney to sign the in-transit 
manifest on behalf of the bonded carrier. He indicates that the same 
situation would occur for the party preparing the in-transit manifest 
in the United States to permit a bonded movement in Canada. 

The commenter suggests that the person preparing the in-transit 
manifest at the port of departure complete the document except 
leave blank the name and signature of the bonded carrier. This portion 
of the form would be completed once the merchandise arrives at the 
port of arrival in the other country. 

Customs notes that pilot programs have revealed no serious prob- 
lems with this procedure. Furthermore, many carriers are bonded 
in both countries. However, Customs has no objection to the sugges- 
tion that the name and signature of the bonded carrier be left blank 
at the first port of departure and be completed at the port of arrival 
in the other country. Since the proposed regulations require that the 
merchandise transiting the other country be manifested at the port 
of departure and the form validated there by Customs officials, we 
believe the suggestion may be used without revising the proposal. 
Accordingly, the amendments are being adopted as proposed. 


INAPPLICABILITY OF REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ACT 


This document is not subject to the provisions of sections 603 and 
604 of title 5, United States Code (as added by sec. 3 of Public Law 
96-354, the Regulatory Flexibility Act) because it was the subject of 
a notice of proposed rulemaking published in the Federal Register 
before January 1, 1981, the effective date of the act. 


DRAFTING INFORMATION 


The principal author of this document was Charles D. Ressin, 
Regulations and Information Division, Office of Regulations and 
Rulings, U.S. Customs Service. However, personnel from other Cus- 
toms offices participated in its development. 





CUSTOMS 


AMENDMENTS TO THE REGULATIONS 


Part 123, Customs Regulations (19 CFR part 123), is amended as 
set forth below. 
WituiaM T. ARcCHEY, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 
Approved: Mar. 30, 1981. 
JouN P. Stmpson, 
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Federal Register, Apr. 15, 1981 (46 F.R. 21989)] 


Part 123—Customs Rewations witH CanapA AND MExIco 


SUBPART E—UNITED STATES AND CANADA IN-TRANSIT TRUCK 
PROCEDURES 


1. Section 123.41 is amended to read as follows: 


§ 123.41 Truck shipments transiting Canada. 


(a) Manifest required.—Trucks with merchandise transiting Canada 
from point to point in the United States will be manifested on United 
States-Canada Transit Manifest, Customs Form 7512-B Canada 
8 1/2. The driver shall present the manifest in four copies to U.S. 
Customs at the U.S. port of departure for review and validation. 

(b) Procedure at U.S. port of departure—The Customs officer re- 
ceiving the manifest shall validate it by stamping each copy in the 
lower right hand corner to show the port name and date and by ini- 
tialing each copy. All copies of the validated manifest then will be 
returned to the driver for presentation to Canadian Customs at the 
Canadian port of entry. 

(c) Procedure at Canadian ports of arrival and exit.—Truck ship- 
ments transiting Canada shall comply with Canadian Customs 
regulations. These procedures generally are as follows: 

(1) Canadian port of arrival—The driver shall present a validated 
United States-Canada Transit Manifest, Customs Form 7512-B 
Canada 8 1/2, in four copies to the Canadian Customs officer, who 
shall review the manifest for accuracy and verify its validation by 
U.S. Customs. If the manifest is found not to be properly validated, 
the truck shall be required to be returned to the U.S. port of departure 
so that the manifest may be validated. If the manifest is validated 
properly and no irregularity is found, the truck will be sealed unless 
sealing is waived by Canadian Customs. The original manifest will 
be retained by Canadian Customs at the port of arrival, and the three 
copies, will be returned to the driver for presentation to Canadian 
Customs at the Canadian port of exit. 
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(2) Canadian port of exit.—The driver shall present the three copies 
of the validated manifest to the Canadian Customs officer at the 
Canadian port of exit for certification. That officer shall verify that 
the seals are in tact if the vehicle has been sealed or, if sealing has been 
waived, that there are no irregularities. After verification and certifi- 
cation of the manifest, two certified copies will be returned to the 
driver (one to be presented to U.S. Customs at the U.S. port of reentry, 
the other for the carrier’s records), and the truck will be allowed to 
proceed to the United States. 

(d) Procedure at U.S. port of reentry—The driver of a truck re- 
entering the United States after transiting Canada shall present a 
certified copy of the United States-Canada Transit Manifest, Customs 
Form 7512-B Canada 8 1/2, to the U.S. Customs officer. If this copy 
of the manifest does not bear the certification of a Canadian Customs 
officer at the Canadian port of exit, the driver will be allowed to 
return to that port to have it certified. The driver will be allowed to 
break any seals affixed by Canadian Customs upon presentation of 
a certified manifest. If sealing has been waived, the U.S. Customs 
officer shall satisfy himself that the truck contains only that merchan- 
dise covered by the manifest which moved on the truck from the 
United States through Canada. 

(e) Proof of exportation from Canada.—The certified copy of the 
manifest returned to the driver by Canadian Customs at the Canadian 


port of exit will serve as proof of exportation of the shipment from 
Canada. 
2. §123.42 is amended to read as follows: 


§ 123.42 Truck shipments transiting the United States. 

(a) Manifest required—Trucks with merchandise transiting the 
United States from point to point in Canada will be manifested 
on United States-Canada Transit Manifest, Customs Form 7512-B 
Canada 8 1/2. The driver, in accordance with Canadian Customs 
regulations, shall present the manifest in four copies to Canadian 
Customs at the Canadian port of departure for review and validation. 

(b) Procedure at Canadian port of departure.—The Customs officer 
receiving the manifest shall validate it by stamping each copy in 
the lower right-hand corner to show the port name and date and 
by initialing each copy. All copies of the validated manifest then 
will be returned to the driver for presentation to U.S. Customs at 
the U.S. port of entry. 

(c) Procedure at U.S. port of arrival—(1) Presentation of manifest.— 
The driver shall present a validated United States-Canada Transit 
Manifest, Customs Form 7512-B Canada 8 1/2, in four copies to 
the U.S. Customs officer, who shall review the manifest for accuracy 
and verify its validation by Canadian Customs. If the manifest 
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is found not to be validated properly, the truck will be required 
to be returned to the Canadian port of departure so that the manifest 
may be validated in accordance with Canadian Customs regulations. 
If the manifest is validated properly and no irregularity is found, 
the truck will be sealed unless sealing is waived by U.S. Customs. 
The U.S. Customs officer shall note on the manifest over his initials 
the seal numbers or the waiver of sealing, retain the original, and 
return three copies of the manifest with the related Customs Form 
7512-C (duplicate) to the driver for presentation to U.S. Customs 
at the U.S. port of exit. 

(2) Sealing or waiver of sealing—Trucks transiting the United 
States will be sealed with red in-bond seals at the U.S. port of arrival 
unless sealing is waived in accordance with § 18.4 of this chapter. 
If a truck cannot be sealed effectively and sealing is deemed neces- 
sary to protect the revenue or to prevent violation of the Customs 
laws or regulations, the truck will not be permitted to transit the 
United States under bond. 

(d) Procedure at U.S. port of exit—The driver shall present the 
three validated copies of the manifest and the related Customs Form 
7512-C (duplicate) to the U.S. Customs officer at the U.S. port of 
exit. The Customs officer shall check the numbers and condition of 
the seals and record and certify his findings on all copies of the mani- 
fest, returning two certified copies to the driver (one to be presented 
to Canadian Customs at the Canadian port of reentry, the other for the 
carrier’s records), and the truck will be allowed to proceed to Canada. 
The check of the seals shall be made as follows: 


(1) If the seals are intact, they will be left unbroken unless 
there is indication that the contents should be verified. 

(2) If the seals have been broken, or there is other indication 
that the contents should be verified, all merchandise will be 


required to be unladen and a detailed inventory made against 
the waybills. 
If sealing has been waived, the Customs officer shall verify the goods 
against the accompanying waybills in sufficient detail to detect 
any irregularity. 

(e) Procedure at Canadian port of reentry—The driver of a truck 
reentering Canada after transiting the United States shall present 
a certified copy of the United States-Canada Transit Manifest, 
Customs Forms 7512-B Canada 8 1/2, to the Canadian Customs 
officer. If this copy of the manifest does not bear the certification 
of a U.S. Customs officer at the U.S. port of exit, the driver will be 
allowed to return to that port to have it certified. 

(f) Proof of exportation from United States.—The certified copy of 
the manifest returned to the driver by the U.S. Customs officer at the 
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U.S. port of exit will serve as proof of exportation of the shipment 
from the United States. 


(R.S. 251, as amended, secs. 553, 554, 624, 46 Stat. 742, as amended, 
743, 759 (19 U.S.C. 66, 1553, 1554, 1624)) 


LIST OF COMMENTERS 


In response to the notice of proposed rulemaking published in the 
Federal Register on August 20, 1980 (45 F.R. 55474), concerning 
proposed amendments to the Customs Regulations relating to United 
States and Canada in-transit truck procedures, written comments 
were received from the following: 

1. John V. Carr & Sons, Inc., Customs Brokers, Detroit, Mich. 

2. Florida Citrus Mutual, Lakeland, Fla. 

3. C. F. Liebert, Inc., Customs Brokers, Blaine, Wash. 

4. Acting District Director of Customs, Portland, Oreg. 

5. William M. McGuire, Customs Inspector, Niagara Falls, N.Y. 


(T.D. 81-86) 
Fish—Tariff-Rate Quota 


Tariff-rate quota for the calendar year 1981, on fish dutiable under item 110.50, 
Tariff Schedules of the United States (TSUS) 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 
ACTION: Announcement of the quota quantity on certain fish for 
calendar year 1981. 

SUMMARY: The tariff-rate quota for fish pursuant to item 110.50, 
TSUS, for the 1981 calendar year is 47,263,870 pounds. 
EFFECTIVE DATES: The 1981 tariff-rate quota is applicable to 
fish described in item 110.50, TSUS, which are entered, or withdrawn 
from warehouse, for consumption during calendar year 1981. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Helen C. 
Rohrbaugh, Head, Quota Section, Duty Assessment Division, Office 
of Commercial Operations, U.S. Customs Service, Washington, D.C. 
20229 ; 202-566-8592. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This tariff-rate quota for 
fish is equal to 15 percent of the average aggregate apparent annual 
consumption in the United States of fish, fresh, chilled or frozen, 
fillets, steaks, and sticks, of cod, cusk, haddock, hake, pollock, and 
rosefish, for the three preceding years, as provided for in headnote 1, 
part 3A, schedule 1, and item 110.50, TSUS. 
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It has been determined that the average aggregate consumption for 
calendar years 1978 through 1980 was 315,092,467 pounds. Therefore, 


the quota quantity of fish, item 110.50, TSUS, for calendar year 1980 
is 47,263,870 pounds. 


(QUO-2-CO:T:D:80) 
Dated: April 9, 1981. 


Wiuiam T. ArcHEy, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 
[Published in the Federal Register, Apr. 15, 1981 (46 F.R. 22096)] 


(T.D. 81-87) 
Bonds 


ApPpRovAL AND DISCONTINUANCE OF Carrier’s Bonps, Customs 
Form 3587 


Bonds of carriers for the transportation of bonded merchandise 
have been approved or discontinued as shown below. The symbol 
“DPD” indicates that the bond previously outstanding has been dis- 
continued on the month, day, and year represented by the figures 
which follow. “PB” refers to a previous bond, dated as represented 


by figures in parentheses immediately following, which has been 
discontinued. If the previous bond was in the name of a different 
company or if the surety was different, the information is shown in a 
footnote at the end of the list. 

Dated: April 9, 1981. 


Date of Date of Filed with district 
Name of principal and surety bond approval director/area 


director/amount 


Aero Transit, Inc., 7595 Perimeter Rd., South, Boeing | Sept. 11,1980 | Jan. 27,1981 | Seattle, WA 
Field, Seattle, WA; air carrier; Cotton Belt Ins. Co. $25,000 


Casado Transport, P.O. Box 523814, Miami, FL, | Jan. 30,1981 | Feb. 23,1981 | Miami FL 
motor carrier; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. $25,000 


Continental Contract Carrier Corp., 15045 E. Salt | July 18,1979 | Sept. 21,1979 | Los Angeles, CA 
Lake, City of Industry, CA; motor carrier; Ins. Co. $50,000 
of North America 
D 2/13/81 


Davis Transport, Inc., 216 Trade St., Missoula, MT; | Jan. 20,1981 | Jan. 20,1981 | Great Falls, MT 
motor carrier; Royal Ins. Co. of America $25,000 


W. L. Davis Trucking, Inc., P.O. Box 973, Pico | Jan. 3,1981 | Mar. 1,1981 | Nogales, AZ 
Rivera, CA; motor carrier; Fireman’s Fund Ins. Co. $25, 000 
(PB 1/11/80) D 3/1/81! 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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Name of principal and surety 


HEK, Inc., dba: Elliott Bay Service Transfer, 1701- 
1st Ave., S., Seattle, WA; motor carrier; Trans- 
america Ins. Co. 


Freeport Maritime Supply Co., 215 Oak, P.O. Box 
2246, Freeport, TX; motor carrier; Aetna Ins. Co. 
D 9/22/80 


Friedman’s Express, Inc., P.O. Box 4800, Wilkes 
Barre, PA; motor carrier; St. Paul Fire & Marine 
Ins. Co. 

(PB 8/14/75) D 3/6/812 


HEK, Inc. (See Elliott Bay Service Transfer) 


Lucius, Inc., 9250 N. Wadsworth, Broomfield, CO; 
motor carrier; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 
D 3/3/81 


Machinery Transports, Inc., 608 Cass St., East Peoria, 
IL; motor carrier; Commercial Union Ins. Co. 
D 2/26/81 


Malone Freight Lines, Inc., 200 South 35th St., P.O. 
Box 11103, Birmingham, AL; motor carrier; St. Paul 
Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 


Northern Lights Express, P.O. Box 1050. Elizabeth, 


NJ; freight forwarder; Federal Ins. Co. 


Ozark Motor Lines, Inc., 27 W. Illinois, Memphis, TN; 
motor carrier; Royal Ins. Co. of America 


Porter International, Inc., Custom House Broker, 
Foreign Freight Fowarder, P.O. Box 81488, San 
Diego, CA; freight forwarder; Peerless Ins. Co. 


St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co., St. Louis, MO; 
rail carrier; Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland 
D 2/18/81 


Saia Motor Freight, P.O. Box A, Sta. 1, Houma, LA; 
motor carrier; Ins. Co. of North America 
(PB 12/23/70) D 2/2:81 3 


SEA-MAR Services, Inc., 2111 N. Pace Blvd., P.O. 
Box 17829, Pensacola, FL; motor carrier; United 
States Fidelity & Guaranty Co. 


Ship Service, Inc., P.O. Box 1284, Texas City, TX; 
motor carrier; The Hanover Ins. Co. 


Riley Whittle, Inc., P.O. Box 19038, Phoenix, AZ; 
motor carrier; Great American Ins. Co. 


Williams Machinery Movers, Inc., 25 8. Denton Ave., 
New Hyde Park, NY; motor carrier; Washington 
International Ins. Co. 


See footnotes at end of table. 





8, 1981 


31, 1974 


5, 1980 


- 17,1980 


. 29, 1980 


. 28, 1981 | 


26, 1981 


. 24,1981 


- 29,1981 





Date of 
approval 


Jan. 23, 1981 | 


Mar. 19, 1979 


Mar. 6, 1981 


May 31,1974 | 


June 10, 1977 


Feb. 20, 1981 | 


- 23,1981 


- 28,1981 


. 18,1981 | 


. 11, 1947 | 








| Filed with district 


director/area 
director/amount 


Seattle, WA 
$25,000 


Galveston, TX 
$25, 000 


Philadelphia, PA 
$50, 000 


El Paso, TX 
$50,000 


| Chicago, Ill. 


$25, 000 


Mobile, AL 
$50,000 


| Seattle, WA 


$50,000 


New Orleans, LA 
$25,000 


San Diego, CA 
$50,000 


St. Louis, MO 
$100,000 


New Orleans, LA 
$25,000 


Mobile, AL 
$25,000 


Galveston, TX 
$25,000 


Nogales, AZ 
$25,000 


New York, NY 


$50,000 
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Date of Date of Filed with district 
Name of principal and surety bond approval director/area 


director/amount 


Rocky Mountain High Express Co., 5758 Lamar St., | Nov. 21,1980 | Jan. 22,1981 | El Paso, TX 
Arvada, CO; motor contract carrier; St. Paul Fire & $25,000 
Marine Ins. Co. 


Western Carriers, Inc., Building F-3, Hunts Point | Oct. 9,1979 | Mar. 3,1981 | New York Seaport 
Cooperative Market, Bronx, NY; motor carrier $25,000 
The Hanover Ins. Co. 





1 Surety is Lumbermen’s Mutual Casualty Co. 
2 Surety is Peerless Ins. Co. 
3 Surety is The Travelers Indemnity Co. 


BON-3-03 
Marityn G. Morrison, 


Director, 
Carriers, Drawback and Bonds Division. 


(T.D. 81-88) 


Foreign Currencies—Daily Rates for Countries Not on Quarterly List 


Rates of exchange based on rates certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York for the Brazil cruzeiro, People’s Republic of 
China yuan, Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippines peso, Singapore dollar, 
Thailand baht (tical), and Venezuela bolivar 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 
522(c), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has 
certified buying rates for the dates and foreign currencies shown 
below. The rates of exchange, based on these buying rates, are pub- 
lished for the information and use of Customs officers and others 
concerned pursuant to part 159, subpart C, Customs Regulations 
(19 CFR 159, subpart C). 

Brazil cruzeiro: 
March 30-April 3, 1981 $0. 013067 
People’s Republic of China: 
March 30, 1981 $0. 610799 
March 31, 1981 . 618620 
April 1-2, 1981 . 612107 
April 3, 1981 . 609088 
Hong Kong dollar: 
March 30, 1981 $0. 189358 
March 31, 1981 
April 1, 1981 
April 2, 1981 
April 3, 1981 
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Tran rial: 
March 30—April 3, 1981 Not avail- 
able 
Philippines peso: 
March 30—April 2, 1981 $0. 130039 
April 3, 1981 . 129366 
Singapore dollar: 
March 30, 1981 . 479272 
. 478240 
. 478469 
. 477783 
. 477099 
Thailand baht (tical): 
March 30—April 2, 1981 . 048426 
April 3, 1981 . 048379 
Venezuela bolivar: 
March 30—April 1, 1981 . 232883 
April 2, 1981 . 203087 
April 3, 1981 _ 232883 


(LIQ-03-01 0:C:E) 


Dated: April 6, 1981. 
Kennetu A. Rica, 
Chief, Customs Information Exchange. 


(T.D. 81-89) 
Foreign Currencies—Variances From Quarterly Rate 


The following rates of exchange are based upon rates certified to 
the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York, pursuant to section 522(C), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended 
(31 U.S.C. 372(c)), and reflect variances of 5 per centum or more 
from the quarterly rate published in T.D. 81-31 for the following 
countries. Therefore, as to entries covering merchandise exported 
on the dates listed, whenever it is necessary for Customs purposes 
to convert such currency into currency of the United States, conver- 
sion shall be at the following rates. 


Austria schilling: 
March-23,-1988-=----2=--222222-2222 52-2 $0. 067522 
March 24, . 067602 
March 25, . 067476 
March 26, . 066934 
March 27, . 066357 


338-820 0 - 81 - 2 
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Belgium franc: 
March 23, 1981 $0. 029189 
March 24, 1981 . 029300 
March 25, 1981 . 029274 
March 26, 1981 . 029002 
March 27, 1981 . 028769 
Denmark krone: 
March 23, $0. 152184 
March 24, . 152497 
March 25, . 152114 
March 26, . 150602 
March 27, 1981 . 149701 
Finland markka: 
March 23-25, 1981 Quarterly 
March 26, $0. 246305 
March 27, . 245339 
France franc: 
March 23, $0. 203293 
March 24, . 203707 
March 25, . 203087 
March 26, . 200602 
March 27, . 199800 
Germany deutches mark: 
March 23, $0. 479111 
March 24, . 480238 
March 25, . 479501 
March 26, . 473261 
March 27, . 470588 
India rupee: 
March 23-26, 1981 Quarterly 
March 27, 1981 . 1203 
Ireland pound: 
March 23, . 7440 
March 24, . 7500 
March 25, . 7460 
March 26, . 7350 
March 27, . 7190 
Italy lira: 
March 23, . 000960 
March 24, . 000961 
March 25, . 000963 
March 26, 1981 . 000956 
March 27, 1981 000941 
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Netherlands guilder: 
March 23, 1981 $0. 432339 
March 24, 1981 . 433839 
March 25, 1981 . 432807 
March 26, 1981 . 426894 
March 27, 1981 . 425441 
Portugal escudo: 
March 23-24, 1981 . 017683 
March 25, 1981 . 017724 
March 26, 1981 . 017683 
March 27, 1981 . 017422 
Republic of South Africa rand: 
March 23, 1981 . 2605 
March 24, 1981 . 2625 
March 25, 1981 . 2595 
March 26, 1981 . 2560 
March 27, 1981 . 2480 
Spain peseta: 
March 23, 1981 . 011758 
March 24, 1981 . 011779 
March 25, 1981 . 011804 
March 26, 1981 . 011767 
March 27, 1981 . 011581 
Sri Lanka rupee: 
March 23-27, 1981 . 055249 
Switzerland franc: 
March 23, 1981 . 626815 
March 24, 1981 . 527287 
March 25, 1981 . 525210 
March 26, 1981 . 518672 
March 27, 1981 . 516796 
United Kingdom pound: 
March 23, 1981 $2. 2495 
March 24, 1981 Quarterly 
March 25, 1981 
March 26, 1981 
March 27, 1981 
(LIQ-03-01 0:C:E) 
Dated: March 27, 1981. 
Gwenn KueE1n KIRSCHNER, 
Acting Chief, 
Customs Information Exchange. 
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(T.D. 81-90) 


Foreign Currencies—Daily Rates for Countries Not on Quarterly 
List 

Rates of exchange based on rates certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by 

the Federal Reserve Bank of New York for the Brazil cruziero, People’s 


Republic of China yuan, Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippines peso, Singa- 
pore dollar, Thailand baht (tical), and Venezuela bolivar 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 
522(c), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372 (c)), has certi- 
fied buying rates for the dates and foreign currencies shown below. 
The rates of exchange, based on these buying rates, are published 
for the information and use of Customs officers and others concerned 
pursuant to part 159, subpart C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, 
subpart C). 


Brazil cruzeiro: 

March 23-25, 1980 $0. 013323 

March 26-27, 1980 . 0138067 
People’s Republic of China yuan: 

March 23, 1981 $0. 620001 

WiAren 2a 20 Lost 2 =" ene eew set ete _.  .616941 

wearer at, sees. =. 26552052253 eee _._ .610799 
Hong Kong dollar: 

SE EE, oc ce oO awa Gebeseusene __ $0. 189825 

March 24-1981 -=..5--.<222555h08 bie ye . 189466 

March 25, . 189430 

March 26, . 188929 

March 27, : . 188679 
Iran rial: 

March 23-27, 1981 

available 

Philippines peso: 

March 23-27, 1981 $0. 130039 
Singapore dollar: 

March 23, $0. 476304 

March 24, 476872 

March 25, . 478240 

March 26, . 477441 

March 27, . 478240 
Thailand baht: 

March 23, 1981 $0. 048780- 

March 24-27, 1981 
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Venezuela bolivar: 
March: 23-425 ;.106h.. 6 5 cnisce 22 -lanindost saus $0. 232937 
March 26-27, 1981 . 232883 
(LIQ-03-01 O:C:E) 
Dated: March 27, 1981. 
GwENN KLeErIn KIRSCHNER, 


Acting Chief, 


Customs Information Exchange. 


(T.D. 81-91) 
Synopses of Drawback Decisions 


The following are synopses of drawback rates issued September 17, 1980, to 
March 2, 1981, inclusive, pursuant to sections 22.1 through 22.5, inclusive, 
Customs Regulations 


In the synopses below are listed for each drawback rate approved 
under 19 U.S.C. 1313(b), the name of the company, the specified 
articles on which drawback is authorized, the merchandise which 
will be used to manufacture or produce these articles, the factories 
where the work will be accomplished, the date the statement was 
signed, the basis for determining payment, the Regional Commis- 
sioner to whom the rate was forwarded, and the date on which it 
was forwarded. 

(DRA-1-09) 
Dated: April 9, 1981. 


Marityn G. Morrison, 
Director, 


Carriers, Drawback and Bonds Division. 


(A) Company: Air Products and Chemicals, Inc. 

Articles: Dabco; Dabco LV-33; Dabco WT. 

Merchandise: N,-aminoethylpiperazine. 

Factory: Paulsboro, N.J. 

Statement signed: August 11, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in, less valuable waste. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
February 13; 1981. 

Revokes: T.D. 78-94-C. 
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(B) Company: Bofors Lakeway, Inc. 

Articles: Avenge technical, an agricultural herbicide. 

Merchandise: Acetophenone. 

Factory: Muskegon, Mich. 

Statement signed: October 24, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
February 11, 1981. 


(C) Company: Chapman Industries, Inc. 

Articles: Various steel construction products. 

Merchandise: Hot-dipped galvanized coil, cold-rolled steel coil, and 
galvanized rib lath and diamond mesh. 

Factory: Hialeah, Fla. 

Statement signed: October 29, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in, less valuable waste. 


Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Miami, 
March 2, 1981. 


(D) Company: Cosden Oil and Chemical Co. 

Articles: Polystyrene. 

Merchandise: Styrene monomer. 

Factory: Calumet City, Il. 

Statement signed: October 9, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Houston, 
March 2, 1981. 


(E) Company: Crosby Valve & Gage Co. 

Articles: Safety relief valves. 

Merchandise: Valve parts and raw castings. 

Factories: Wrentham, Mass.; Houston, Tex. 

Statement signed: December 5, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Boston, Feb- 
ruary 19, 1981. 

Revokes: T.D. 80-175-D and unpublished headquarters authoriza- 
tion letter dated December 1, 1980. 


(F) Company: Degussa Corp. 

Articles: DL-Methionine. 

Merchandise: Methylmercaptopropionaldehyde (MMP). 
Factory: Theodore, Ala. 

Statement signed: January 12, 1981. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 
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Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New Orleans, 
February 3, 1981. 


(G) Company: The Dow Chemical Co. 

Articles: MCPA amine. 

Merchandise: 2-methyl-4-chlorophenoxy acetic acid (MCPA). 

Factory: Midland, Mich. 

Statement signed: October 16, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
February 3, 1981. 


(H) Company: Eli Lilly and Co. 

Articles: Cephalexin monohydrate (pulvules and bulk); cephalexin 
monohydrate for suspension; cephalexin monohydrate (bulk 
powder); cephalexin monohydrate for dry products (bulk powder); 
keflex oral suspension, pulvules, and tablets. 

Merchandise: Dimethyl formamide; triethylamine; methyl aceto- 
acetate; cephalexin special. 

Factories: Lafayette, Clinton, and Indianapolis, Ind. 

Statement signed: March 13, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
February 9, 1981. 


(I) Company: Eli Lilly and Co. 

Articles: Cephalothin sodium (keflin); Cephaloridine (loridine); 
cefazolin sodium (kefzol); cephaloglycine hydrate (kafocin); 
cefamandole nafate (mandol) in bulk and finished forms; inter- 
mediate products as listed. 

Merchandise: Methionine feed grade; phosphorus pentachloride; 
oxalic acid technical; triethylamine; D-mandelic acid; thionyl 
chloride; quinoline; tetrazole thiol. 

Factories: Clinton, Indianapolis, and Lafayette, Ind. 

Statement signed: April 25, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
February 19, 1981. 

Revokes: T.D. 73-324-P, T.D. 79-213-E, and T.D. 67—202-B. 


(J) Company: The Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. 

Articles: Polyvinyl chloride resin; solution resin; dispersion resin; 
emulsion resin. 

Merchandise: Vinyl chloride monomer. 

Factories: Pottstown, Pa.; Perryville, Md.; Addis, La. 
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Statement signed: December 8, 1980. 
Basis of claim: Used in. 


Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
February 26, 1981. 


(K) Company: Frank Ix & Sons. 

Articles: Woven piece goods. 

Merchandise: Single textured polyester yarn and 2 ply (2/150) tex- 
tured polyester yarn. 

Factories: Charlottesville, Va.; Lexington, N.C.; New Holland, Pa. 

Statement signed: September 26, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
January 22, 1981. 

Revokes: T.D. 76-319-N. 


(L) Company: Globe Products Co., Inc. 

Articles: Canned fruit, cream fillings, jams, jellies, and other fruit 
or vegetable specialties. 

Merchandise: Liquid and hard refined sugar. 

Factory: Clifton, N.J. 

Statement signed: October 16, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 


Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
February 13, 1981. 
Revokes: T.D. 55526-B. 


(M) Company: Guilford Mills, Inc. 

Articles: Beamed yarn. 

Merchandise: Nylon yarn, polyester yarn. 

Factory: Greensboro, N.C. 

Statement signed: October 15, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
January 27, 1981. 


(N) Company: Hammond Lead Products, Inc. 

Articles: Various lead products. 

Merchandise: Lead pigs and/or ingots. 

Factories: Hammond, Ind.; Pottstown, Pa. 

Statement signed: October 21, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
February 9, 1981. 

Revokes: T.D. 53950-D. 
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O) Company: Hitachi Magnetics Corp. 

(Articles: Base and additive cobalt-rare earth magnet powder and 
magnets manufactured therefrom. 

Merchandise: Samarium oxide. 

Factory: Edmore, Mich. 

Statement signed: November 4, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
March 2, 1981. 


(P) Company: Hooker Chemicals & Plastics Corp., Durez Division. 

Articles: Diallylphthalate granular molding compounds. 

Merchandise: Diallylphthalate resin. 

Factories: North Tonawanda, N.Y.; Kenton, Ohio. 

Statement signed: October 15, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
February 20, 1981. 


(Q) Company: Intersil, Inc. 

Articles: Systems, add-on computer memory systems, memory 
boards and microsystems products. 

Merchandise: Metal oxide semiconductor (MOS) dynamic random 


access memory (RAM) integrated circuits by memory capacity 
4K, 8K, 16K, 32K, 64K. 

Factory: Sunnyvale, Calif. 

Statement signed: December 15, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: San Fran- 
cisco, February 4, 1981. 


(R) Company: Mostek Corp. 

Articles: Partially and fully fabricated semiconductor wafers. 

Merchandise: Raw silicon wafers. 

Factories: Carrollton, Tex.; Colorado Springs, Colo. 

Statement signed: March 17, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioners of Customs: San Fran- 
cisco and Houston, September 17, 1980. 


(S) Company: PPG Industries, Inc. 
Articles: Tempered float glass. 
Merchandise: Clear float glass. 
Factory: Mount Holly Springs, Pa. 
Statement signed: November 4, 1980. 
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Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioners of Customs: Baltimore, 
December 31, 1980. 

Revokes: Unpublished headquarters authorization letter dated 
October 14, 1980. 


(T) Company: Phillips Petroleum Co. 

Articles: Petroleum products. 

Merchandise: Crude petroleum or petroleum derivatives. 

Factories: Borger, Houston, and Sweeny, Tex.; Kansas City, Kans.; 
Woods Cross, Vt.; Great Falls, Mont.; Toledo, Ohio. 

Statement signed: August 5, 1980. 

Basis of claim: As provided in the drawback rate contained in section 
22.6(g-1) of the Customs Regulations. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
January 19, 1981. 

Revokes: T.D. 66-172(2), as amended by T.D. 68-297(2) and T.D. 
72-338(1). 


(U) Company: Rhone-Poulenc, Inc. 

Articles: MCPA ester; Buctril M. 

Merchandise: Methyl] chlorophenoxy acetic acid (MCPA). 

Factory: Portland, Oreg. 

Statement signed: September 6, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
January 29, 1981. 


(V) Company: Sundstrand Corp. 

Articles: Heat transfer surfaces used as air-conditioning devices. 

Merchandise: Level wound, bright annealed copper tubing; aluminum 
alloy in coil. 

Factory: Dowagiac, Mich. 

Statement signed: September 8, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
January 21, 1981. 


(W) Company: UOP Inc., UOP Process Division. 
Articles: Aluminum oxide platinum catalyst. 
Merchandise: Chloroplatinic acid solution (CPA). 
Factories: Shreveport, La.; McCook, Ill. 
Statement signed: July 31, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 
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Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioners of Customs: San Fran- 
cisco, Houston, New Orleans, and New York, January 16, 1981. 
Revokes: T.D. 70-12-D. 


(X) Company: Universal Electric Co. 

Articles: Electric motors and parts. 

Merchandise: Cold-rolled commercial quality lamination steel coils, 
aluminum ingots. 

Factories: Owosso, Mich.; Ripley, Tenn.; Kosciusko, Miss.; Altavista, 
Va. 

Statement signed: June 19, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Used in, less valuable waste as to steel; appearing in 
as to aluminum. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago. 
January 12, 1981. 

Revokes: Unpublished headquarters authorization letter dated 
July 24, 1980. 


(Y) Company: VSI Corp., Aerospace Group. 

Articles: Aerospace fasteners. 

Merchandise: Sponge titanium and titanium ingot or billet. 

Factories: Chatsworth and City of Industry, Calif. 

Statement signed: December 18, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Los Angeles, 
January 29, 1981. 

Revokes: T.D. 72—199-E. 


(Z) Company: The Youngstown Steel Door Co. 

Articles: Railroad boxcar doors. 

Merchandise: Hot-rolled steel sheets. 

Factory: Youngstown, Ohio. 

Statement signed: October 8, 1980. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioners of Customs: Baltimore, 
Chicago, New York, December 18, 1980. 


(T.D. 81-92) 


Drawback Contracts (Rates) 


There follows an approved drawback contract (rate). Anyone 
who can comply with the conditions of this contract may adhere 
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to it by notifying a Regional Commissioner of Customs in writing 
of its intentions to do so and providing him with the following in- 
formation: 
1. Name and address of adherent; 
2. Factories which will operate under the contract; 
3. If a corporation, the names of officers or persons with power 
of attorney who will sign drawback documents on behalf of adherent. 
This contract is designed to simplify drawback procedures. 
Dated: April 10, 1981. 
Grorce C. STEvART 
(For Marilyn G. Morrison, Director, 
Carriers, Drawback and Bonds Division). 


Drawpack Contract Unper 19 U.S.C. 1313(b) For REFINED 
SuGar 


Imported merchandise or draw- Duty-paid, Duty-free, or domestic 
back products to be designated merchandise of the same kind 
as the basis for drawback on the and quality as that designated 
exported products which will be used in the pro- 

duction of the exported products 


1. Granulated or liquid sugar for 1. Granulated or liquid sugar 
manufacturing, containing for manufacturing, con- 
sugar solids of not less than taining sugar solids of not 
99.5 sugar degrees. less than 99.5 sugar de- 

grees. 

2. Granulated or liquid sugar for 2. Granulated or liquid sugar 
manufacturing containing for manufacturing, con- 
sugar solids of less than taining sugar solids of less 
99.5 sugar degrees. than 99.5 sugar degrees. 


The sugars listed above test within three-tenths of a degree on 
the polariscope. Sugars in each column are completely interchange- 


able with the sugars directly opposite and designation will be made 
on this basis only. 


The designated sugar on which claims for drawback will be based 
will be so similar in quality to the sugar used in manufacture of 
the products exported with drawback that the sugar used in manu- 
facture would, if imported, be subject to the same amount of duty 
paid on a like quantity of designated sugar. Differences in value 
resulting from nonquality factors, such as market fluctuation, will 
not affect the allowance of drawback. 
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EXPORTED ARTICLES ON WHICH DRAWBACK WILL BE CLAIMED 


Edible substances (including confectionery) and/or beverages 
and/or ingredients therefor. 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


We process sugar into the above products for our own account. 
We may process the above-described sugars for the account of other 
producers or other producers may process these sugars for our account 
under contract as outlined in T.D. 55027(2) and T.D. 55207(1). 


PROCESS OF MANUFACTURE OR PRODUCTION 


The sugars are subjected to one or more of the following operations 
to form the desired product(s): 
1. Mixing with other substances. 
. Cooking with other substances. 
3. Boiling with other substances. 
. Baking with other substances. 
. Additional similar processes. 


MULTIPLE PRODUCTS—RELATIVE VALUES 


Not applicable. 
WASTE 


Unless the claim for drawback is based on the quantity of sugar 
appearing in the exported articles, the drawback claimant agrees 
to keep records to establish the value (or the lack of value), the 
quantity, and the disposition of any waste that results from manu- 
facturing the exported articles. If no waste results, the drawback 
claimant agrees to keep records to establish that fact. 


LOSS OR GAIN 


The drawback applicant agrees to keep records showing the 
extent of any loss or gain in net weight or measurement of the 
sugar caused by atmospheric conditions, chemical reactions, or 
other factors. 


PROCEDURES AND RECORDS MAINTAINED 


We will maintain records to establish: 
1. The identity and specifications of the merchandise we 
designate ; 
2. The quantity of merchandise of the same kind and quality 
as the designated merchandise we used to produce the exported 
articles; 
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3. That, within 3 years after receiving it at our factory, we 
used the designated merchandise to produce articles. During the 
same 3-year period, we produced the exported articles. 

1. If claims are to be made on an “appearing in” basis, the re- 
mainder of this sentence should read “appearing in the ex- 
ported articles we produced.” 

2. The date of production is the date an article is completed. 

Our records establishing our compliance with these requirements 

will be available for audit by Customs during business hours. We 
understand that drawback is not payable without proof of compliance 
with title 19, United States Code, section 1313(b), and part 22 of the 
Customs Regulations. 


INVENTORY PROCEDURES 


Our inventory procedures will show how we will satisfy the legal 
requirements discussed under the heading ‘Procedures and recorcs 
maintained.” We understand that if our records do not show that 
we satisfy those legal requirements, drawback cannot be paid. 


BASIS OF CLAIM FOR DRAWBACK 


The drawback claimant agrees to claim drawback on the quantity 
of sugar used in producing the exported articles only if there is no 


waste in the manufacturing operation. 

If there is no waste or if the drawback claimant does not want to 
keep records of any waste involved, the drawback claimant may claim 
drawback on the quantity of eligible sugar that appears in the ex- 
ported articles. 

If there is valuable waste recovered from the manufacturing opera- 
tion and records are kept which show the quantity and value of the 
waste, the drawback claimant may claim drawback on the quantity 
of eligible material used to produce the exported articles less the 
amount of that sugar which the value of the waste would replace. 


AGREEMENTS 


The corporation specifically agrees that it will: 

1. Comply fully with the terms of this statement when claiming 
drawback; 

2. Open its factory and records for examination at all reasonable 
hours by authorized Government officers; 

3. Keep its drawback related records and supporting data for at 
least 3 years from the date of liquidation of any drawback claim 
predicated in whole or in part upon this statement; 

4. Keep this statement current by reporting promptly to the re- 
gional commissioner who liquidates its claims any changes in the 
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number or locations of its offices or factories, the corporate name, 
or the corporate organization by succession or reincorporation; 

5. Keep a copy of this statement on file for ready reference by 
employees and require all officials and employees concerned to famil- 
iarize themselves with the provisions of this statement; and, 

6. Issue instructions to insure proper compliance with title 19, 
United States Code, section 1313(b), part 22 of the Customs Regu- 
lations and this statement. 


ERRATUM 


In Customs BULLETIN volume 15, No. 12, dated March 25, 
1981, T.D. 81-50, the following rate should be corrected to: 


Hong Kong dollar: 
February 27, 1981 $0. 187371 





International 
Trade Commission Notices 


Investigations by U.S. International Trade Commission 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, April 16, 1981. 


The appended notices relating to investigations by the U.S. In- 
ternational Trade Commission are published for the information of 
Customs Officers and others concerned. 

R. E. CuHasen, 
Commissioner of Customs. 


In the Matter of 
Certain Steet Rop TREATING 
APPARATUS AND COMPONENTS 
THEREOF 


Investigation No. 337-TA-97 


Notice of Termination of Investigation as to One Respondent and of 
Addition of Another Respondent 


AGENCY: U.S. International Trade Commission. 


ACTION: Termination of investigation as to respondent Ashlow 
Steel & Engineering Co., Ltd., and addition of Ashlow Ltd., as a 
party respondent in the above-captioned investigation. 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that on the basis of a motion 
filed by Ashlow Steel & Engineering Co., Ltd., and agreed to by 
complainant Morgan Construction Co. (concurrence 2-13-81), 
the Commission has granted motion 97-1 to terminate the above- 
captioned investigation as to respondent Ashlow Steel & Engineering 
Co., Ltd. Notice is also given that the Commission has granted 
complainant’s motion, designated as complementary motion to 
respondent’s motion 97-1, to add Ashlow Ltd., as a party respondent 
in investigation No. 337-TA-97. 


AUTHORITY: The authority for the Commission’s action is con- 
tained in section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337) and 
30 
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in sections 210.22 (19 CFR 210.22) and 210.51 (19 CFR 210.51) of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Upon receipt of a com- 
plaint filed by Morgan Construction Co., the Commission instituted 
investigation No. 337-TA-97 on January 23, 1981, to determine 
whether there is a violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 
by reason of the importation into and sale in the United States of 
certain steel rod treating apparatus and components thereof. Com- 
plainant Morgan alleges that the accused steel rod treating apparatus 
infringes claims 1-7 of U.S. Letters Patent 3,390,871. Notice of 
the Commission’s investigation was published in the Federal Register 
on January 28, 1981 (46 F.R. 9263). 

On February 13, 1981, respondent Ashlow Steel & Engineering 
Co., Ltd., moved that it be dismissed as a party respondent in the 
above-captioned proceeding (motion 97-1). Complainant agreed 
to the dismissal in a concurrence filed on February 24, 1981. Com- 
plainant further moved that Ashlow Ltd., be added as a party re- 
spondent (complementary motion to respondent’s motion 97-1). 

On March 12, 1981, motion 97-1 and complementary motion 
97-1 were certified to the Commission by the presiding officer, who 
recommended that both motions be granted. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Warren H. 


Maruyama, Esq., Office of the General Counsel, U.S. International 
Trade Commission; telephone 202-523-0143. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: April 6, 1981. 


KENNETH R. Mason, 
Secretary. 


In the Matter of 
CERTAIN HEADBOXES AND PAPER- 
MAKING MAcHINE ForminG SEc- Investigation No. 337—-TA-- 
TIONS FOR THE CONTINUOUS 82 
PRODUCTION OF PAPER, AND 
CoMPONENTs THEREOF 


Notice of Issuance of Exclusion Order 


AGENCY: USS. International Trade Commission. 

ACTION: Issuance of exclusion order. 

SUMMARY: On April 8, 1981, the Commission issued its action and 
order in the above-captioned investigation. The Commission ordered 
that multi-ply headboxes and papermaking machine forming sections 
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for the continuous production of paper, and components thereof, 
that infringe claims 1, 12, 15, 16, or 22 of U.S. Letters Patent RE 
28,269 and claims 4, 5, or 6 of U.S. Letters Patent 3,923,593 be 
excluded from entry into the United States for the remaining terms 
of said patents, except under license. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Commission instituted 
this investigation on April 8, 1980 (45 F.R. 23832), to determine 
whether there is a violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930? 
(19 U.S.C. 1337) in connection with the importation into the United 
States and the sale therein of certain headboxes and papermaking 
machine forming sections for the continuous production of paper, and 
components thereof. On March 23, 1981, the Commission determined 
(Commissioner Stern dissenting) that there is a violation of section 
337 in the unauthorized importation and sale of multi-ply headboxes 
and papermaking machine forming sections for the continuous pro- 
duction of paper, and components thereof, which are produced in 
accordance with claims 1, 12, 15, 16, and 22 of U.S. Letters Patent RE 
28,269 and claims 4, 5, and 6 of U.S. Letters Patent 3,923,593. Having 
determined (Commissioner Stern not voting) that public interest 
considerations do not preclude relief in this case, the Commission also 
determined (Chairman Alberger dissenting and Commissioner Stern 
not voting) that the appropriate remedy is an order directing that the 
infringing articles be excluded from entry into the United States for 
the remaining terms of the aforesaid patents, except under license by 
the patent owner. 

Copies of the Commission’s action and order and any other public 
documents on the record of this investigation are available for inspec- 
tion by the public during official working hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) 
in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission, 
701 E Street NW., Room 161, Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 
202-523-0161. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Phyllis N. Smithey, 


Esq., Office of the General Counsel, U.S. International Trade Com- 
mission, telephone 202-523-0321. 


By order of the Commission. 
Issued: April 8, 1981. 
Kerennetu R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
1In determining that there is a violation of sec. 337, Commissioner Bedell determined that the unfair 


methods of competition and unfair acts of the respondents have had the effect or tendency to substantially 
injure an industry, efficiency and economically operated, in the United States. 
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Investigation No. 731-TA-41 (Preliminary) 
TUBELESS-TIRE VALVES From THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


Notice of Institution of Preliminary Antidumping Investigation and 
Scheduling of Conference 


AGENCY: US. International Trade Commission. 


ACTION: Institution of preliminary antidumping investigation to 
determine whether there is a reasonable indication that an industry 
in the United States is materially injured, or is threatened with 
material injury, or the establishment of an industry is materially re- 
tarded, by reason of imports from the Federal Republic of Germany 
of tubeless-tire valves allegedly sold or likely to be sold at less than 
fair value. For the purposes of this investigation, the term ‘‘tubeless- 
tire valve” means any tubeless-tire valve suitable for use with passen- 
ger automobile and light truck wheels,’ provided for in item 692.32 
of the Tariff Schedules of the United States. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: April 9, 1981. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John MacHatton, 
Supervisory Investigator, 202-523-0439. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


BACKGROUND 


This investigation is being instituted following receipt of a revised 
petition on April 9, 1981, from the Nylo-Flex Manufacturing Co., 
Inc., Mobile, Ala. Originally filed on February 24, 1981, Nylo-Flex’s 
petition was found by Commerce to be inadequate, and on March 13, 
1981, the company withdrew its complaint to make the required 
adjustments. Accordingly, the U.S. International Trade Commission 
terminated its investigation (No. 731-TA-39 (preliminary)) pending 
the petitioner’s resubmission. Notice of the termination of investi- 
gation No. 731-TA-39 (preliminary) and the cancellation of the public 
conference therefore was published in the Federal Register of March 18, 
1981 (46 F.R. 17312). 

AUTHORITY 


Section 733(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1673b(a)) 
requires the Commission to make a determination of whether there is a 
reasonable indication that an industry in the United States is materi- 


1 Light trucks are defined, for purposes of this investigation, as trucks having a gross vehicle weight (GVW) 
of 10,000 pounds or less. 
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ally injured, or is threatened with material injury, or the establishment 
of an industry in the United States is materially retarded, by reason 
of imports of the merchandise which is the subject of the investigation 
by the administering authority. Such a determination must be made 
within 45 days after the date on which a petition is filed under section 
732(b) or on which notice is received from the Department of Com- 
merce of an investigation commenced under section 732(a). Accord- 
ingly, the Commission, on April 9, 1981, instituted preliminary 
antidumping investigation No. 731-TA-41. This investigation will be 
subject to the provisions of part 207 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 207, 44 F.R. 76457) and particularly, 
subpart B thereof. 
WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS 


Any person may submit a written statement of information per- 
tinent to the subject matter of this investigation to the Commission 
on or before May 6, 1981. A signed original and 19 copies of such 
statements must be submitted. 

Any business information which a submitter desires the Commission 
to treat as confidential shall be submitted separately and each sheet 
must be clearly marked at the top “Confidential business data’’. 
Confidential submissions must conform with the requirements of 
section 201.6 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure 
(19 CFR 201.6). All written submissions, except for confidential 
business data, will be available for public inspection. 


CONFERENCE 


The Director of Operations of the Commission has scheduled a 
conference in connection with this investigation for 10 a.m., e.s.t., on 
April 30, 1981, at the U.S. International Trade Commission Building, 
701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. Parties wishing to participate 
in the conference should contact the supervisory investigator for 
the investigation, Mr. John MacHatton, 202-523-0439. It is antici- 
pated that parties in support of the petition for antidumping duties 
and parties opposed to such petition will each be collectively al- 
located one hour within which to make an oral presentation at the 
conference. Further details concerning the conduct of the conference 
will be provided by the supervisory investigator. 


INSPECTION OF PETITION 


The petition filed in this case is available for public inspection at 
the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: April 10, 1981. 


Kennetu R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
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